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The basic law is the legalization and institutionalization of the implementation of 
"one country, two systems" policy in Hong Kong, it is also the foundation and basis of 
HKSAR’s legislation. But, under the "one country, two systems" policy, due to the 
difference of society system and legal tradition between the mainland and the HKSAR, 
many contradictions and problems have arisen in the process of implementation of the 
basic law. 
This paper is divided into six chapters: 
The first chapter outlines the "grey area". As the rules dealing with the relationship 
between "one country" and "two systems",  the basic law has its inevitable "grey area" 
under the framework of "one country, two systems" policy. The "grey area" refers to the 
affairs we are unable to identify accurately that who will be in charge of，the central 
government power？or the Hong Kong's autonomy？ 
The second chapter the author expounds common law sources of the HKSAR 
courts’ power of the Basic Law’s review from four aspects: First of all, the law is 
supreme doctrine of common law requires that all power must be controlled by law. 
Second, the legitimacy of high law thought makes that basic law’s review system a 
reality. Third, the political ideology—"judicial power is superior" provides the legal 
basis for the court to get the review right. Finally, the doctrine of binding precedent 
provides the possibility.  
The main content of the third chapter is the basic law of the HKSAR courts’ right 
of Basic law review in practice. This chapter introduces logic structure of legal norm of 
HKSAR courts’ power of the Basic Law’s review ，then summarizes judicial power of 
the Hong Kong court before the handover and Basic Law’s review combining with the 
right of abode cases. 
The fourth chapter the author analyzes the conflict and game of NPC’s right of 














under the mixed explanation mechanism. And on this basis we are supposed to doubt 
that it will not only challenge the right of review of NPC, but also undermine Hong 
Kong's political system. 
Chapter v the author discusses of the boundaries of the HKSAR courts’ power of 
the Basic Law’s review: First, it should not challenge the central power, this is the 
external restrictions. Second, it should not damage the political system which is 
established in the Basic Law, this is the internal restriction.  
Chapter six the author discusses the necessary of the convergence of NPC’s right 
of interpretation of the basic law and Hong Kong courts’ power of the Basic Law’s 
review. Hong Kong courts need to learn how to properly use this sharp weapon under 
"one country, two systems" policy, and find a proper location for the court, because the 
court is the judicial authority, at the same time, it is the guardian of constitutional law. 
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